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''Hcther t&gt can 
be juftly called 
Free-Thwkifig , 

A'hich is mani- 
feftly Thitihing 
with the utmoft Slavery, and theftrongeft 
Prejudices againft every Branch, and the 
very Foundation, of all Religion. 

II. Whether, if all the Abfurdities of 
Phyficians, from the time of the firft Pro- 
ieflbr of that Art^ were colleftcd into one 
Body, il could juftly be efteemed a good 
Argument for the total Abolition of all 
Phyfick. 

ni. whether the falfe Mony that Is 
put upon Men fometimes, hinders them 
from believing that there is any good 
'^oin 5 or from accepting it, when it is 

fered them. 

A a IV. Whe- 
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IV. whether^ therefore, the feigny 
Miracles^ and falfe Pretenfes of many to 
Inrpiration, and diyine CommifSon, be 
ad Argument againft'fhe Truth of any 
foch thing* 

V. Whether all that is quoted by thefe 
Authors out of Bijhop Taylor^ and fereral 
others, doth not furnifli an excelfent Ar- 
gument for all Believers in Jefus Chriji^ to 
bear with one another's Differences : And 
whether it be not very unjuft to extend 
that to the prejudice of ' the Foundations 
of all Religion J which good Men have 
fpoken with an hearty concern againft 

, the ill Temper, and the Violences, of 5/- 
gots ;^ and which was delisned, and tends 
dircdly, to the Prefervation and Security 
of thofe Foundations* 

VF. Whether this, as well as the rank- 
ing forae of thefe Men themfelves with 
Atheijis aiid Infidels ^^ not a very ungrate* 
ful and bafe return to their noble Endea- 
Vours, and hearty Zeal, againfl: the Ahnfes 
of Religion 5, and all Super jiition^ Inhuma- 
nity^ and Church-Tyranny. 

VII. Whether the Follies, and Incon* 
fiftencies, and ridiculous Opinions, of ma^ 
ny Chrifiians^ OX Divines, pick'd up in the 
Courfe of above i6co Years, can in 
JuSice be produced^ as Arginsents againft 

-: - all 
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"^H'Religion, any more than the diffe- 
rences amongft Philofophci's, can be an 
Argument agaiaft Reafon U felf, and evcr 
ry thing in Philofophy ; Or than the dif- 
ferences amoiigft Atheifis, and particular- 
^ly the Abfurdities ,in Epian-usj Syfitm^ 
iHuil be allowed by t\iGk Authors to con- 
^^nde againfl Athetfm it felf. 
^^ Vni. Whether fuch Reprefentations 
pf Chriftiaiiity, and furh pofitive Afferti- 
onj, as run through this Treatife, to the 
Prejudice and Condemoation of all Rcli- 
pon, and particularly of the Belief of a 
future State, do not too ividentljr Ihew, 
that the defign of it was, not to incite 
Men to an impartial Examination, but, to 
influence Men to the utter Condemnation, 
ot all Religion.. 'h 

IX. Whether it be a fign of greater 
Knowledge, orHonefty, to reprcfent 5*0- 
hmon as an Infield, bccaufehc intcoduccth 
an hfidel fpeaking ; to reprefeo't'^/w as 
d«pying a future State, who talks fo 
plainly in the fame Book of a Judgment 5 
to reprefent Him as an Enemy to ih^ fe»r 
9f God, (which is in this Treatife, with- 
out diftinftion, called Super jiuiojT,~) whofe 
repeated Maxim it is. That the fear gj the 
Lord it the hegwrnxg of M'ifdom 5 and 
fc Concliifiou in that hree-Thinkin^ 
Treatife 
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■ Treatife of Ecdejiajles, is, T^at io fifif^ 
God attd to keep his Commatidftents^ is the 
tfhole of Mm. 

X. Whether it be a fign of that fntegrity 
which Infidelity produceth, to reprefent 
that Fear of God, which hath nothing 
fervile nor terrifying in it 5 which is no- 
thing but fuch a Reverence as direfls, 
and fecures Men's Obedience to his Laws, 
upon the fame Foot with that Fear of 
the Gods araongft the Heathen, which 
was indeed Superjiition, and which taught 
Men to have no other Notion of thei^ 
fnperiour Beings, but that of Tyrannical, 
Cruel. Barbarous Lords, delighted with 
the Blood, Mifery, and Torments, of 
their Votaries. 

XI. Whether this, and this only, be 
not that fear of the Gods, which PlutarcA^ 
and the beft Heathen Writers expofc 5 
and wbpthcr the Love of God, as the 
SoveiipriQGood, ought not to have been 
mentidn'd as the Principle of Plutdrch, 
as well as his Zeal againft the Fear of 
God falfly reprefented. 

Xir. Whether any thing can Juftify 
fuch a procedure againft the Chrifiian ffe- 
ligion, as is feen from one end of this 
Treatife to the other ; but particularly 
in that impartial and honeft Note about 
Solomon. 
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^JK^mott^ introduced with an Air of fo- ^^ 
^Kiiin Banter, and made as remarkable as j 

iTnffiKlc • And wTiPtTipr tTiefe Anrlinrd ran ^ 



jpoffible : And whether thefe Authors can 
give any greater Inftance of Prevaricati- 
on, or hiding Truth, in the worft of thole 
whom they oppofej than is to be feen in 
diis Paffage : In which the Gofpelis re- 
■prefcnted, I will venture to fay, againft 
tlieir own Judgments, in the worft Drefs 
of its worft Interpreters ; and that Do- 
■ <ftrine of Eternal Da/anatjon of Mankind 
for the Sin of Adam, made the Funda- 
mental of the Gofpel, which thefe Au- 
thors themfelves do not believe to have 
any Foundation in the Gofpel ; and fuch 
a particular Explication of the Trinitj^ 
and Satisfa&ion, expresfly laid upon the 
Gofpel it felf, as they themfelves know, 
and believe, never to have been delivered 
by our Lord, or his Apoftles. Now, can 
any thing be pore dlfingenuous > Or is 
there need of any greater proof, that the 
defign of thefe Authors, was not to invite 
to Examination ; but to charge upon 
Chriftianity it felf ihofe Abfurdities, 
which are to be found only in foQie 4vii- 
^ern Sjifiems of Dlvimtjr ^ 
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^ Xlir- WRcther it be not of a pieo? 
with this, to fpeak of aii univerfal Altc- 
fatipn of the Gofpels, under the Efflpcror 
Andfidjim^ upon the Authority of an ob- 
fcure Paffage, which cannot be proved to 
impiv any thing more than that foine po* 
lite Scholars had a mtfd to publi(hthe 
Go/pel' Hifttny in a better and more bea«- 
iiful Style 5 or fomething like this. Whe- 
ther ttiefe Authors be not Scholars e^ 
nough to know that Idhth EvangQlifiu^ 
could not , then fignify Idiot Evangelifts^ 
in the Scnfe in which we now qfe tnat 
word for Natural Fools ^ but only Me^ 
without polite Learning, If they be not 5 
whether they (hould pretend to tranflate, 
and make Quotations, If they bej whe- 
ther any thing can excufe fuch barbarous 
Ufage. 

XIV. Whether thefe Authors .thcm- 
fclves can fay, that the Gojfpeh now in 
bur Hands are any thing like a Boole 
mended, and beauti&d, by a polite Scho- 
lar 5 tiay, whether it be not apparent 
that they are the fame which were quoted, 
and appealed to, before Jnajia/us's time ; 
and whether the pmpUcity^ and freedom 
from Art^ and Cunning, and Trick, 
which fo often accompany Polite Hu- 
mane Learnipg^ be not an advantage on 

the 
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e fide of PVrhers, who profefs to relate 
dnly Matters of Fad ; and ongfit riot to 
be efteemed a good Argument in their 
Favour. 

XV.'Whefher if be not a very great 
matk of the imparrial Regard of thefe 
Authors to Truti, that they produce the 
varioHt Readifjgt of the fevcral reniahiing 
ManufcHprs of the New Tejiame»t 5 with 
a raanifeft defign of bringing a Difrepu- 
tation upon rhc Gc/z^e/ it fe!f ; cfnoting 
for thisporpofe, and feemingly^ (though 
there is reafon to think, not reaffji.') ap- 
proving the opinion of one Divide, foun- 
ded upon no good Reafons. For, let 
the various Readings be never fo tnany^ 
the Queftions are, whether they difturb 
the fenfe of the plicc to which they 
belong ; whether they do not o^fteii help 
to ^% it 5 whether any one point, made 
necclTary by our Lord or Iiis Apoftles, 
be in the leaft afFeftcd by thera ; and 
whether, in the whole, they do not afford 
to al! impartial Enquirers, a very ftrong 
and convincing Argument in favour of 
the Gdfpel ; being Proofs of a vnft num- 
ber- of Copies, Tranflitions, and Citati- 
'tos, of thefe Books, more than of any 
B other. 
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other, with Tarieties fo little materiaf, 
with rerpe£l: to the principal Points, and 
the main Matters, recommended to the 
World in thcfe Books. 

XVI. Again, whclher it become! true 
Enquirers, or Examiners, to allege, as of 
prejudice to Chriftianity , the Oifputes 
about the Time, wfaen the Books of the 
New Tefldmetit were formally all put in- 
to one Body 5 and univerfally received- 
What is this to true ChrifiUnUy, which 
doth not depend npon modern Notions, 
either of la/phathn^ or Cattetttcdliiefs ? 
Is it not true, and ought it not to have 
been acknowledged, that if we have 
faithful acdible Accounts of what Jejm 
taught, and what he requires, this is 
fuflicient for the Being, and Security, of 
Chriftianity : whenfoever the particular 
Books of the Nerv Tefitmmt, were col- 
lefled. How unfairly then are Matters re- 
prefented, as if Chriftianity depended up- 
on the time when fuch a number of Books 
were gathered together into one Aiahen- 
tic Volumt, by perfons who know very 
well that it depends only upon this, 
whether the Gojpeb are not a credible 
account of Jefus C&rijl 3 and whether we 
ought 



C" ) 

engTit not, upon that account, to receive 
him as fcnt by God ? And, under this 
Head, ought it not to have been ac- 
knowledged by fuch great Pretenders to 
the Love of Trut6, that, whatever Di- 
fputet there were about other Books, not 
only the Gofpeh, but the Ms, and Sr, 
Paufs Epfjitet , which give US a ti»l>ie 
View of Chrijiitnity, were always uncon- 
tefted Books .■? 

XVII. Whether Epicurus's Athetfm, and 
Infidelity, (which are acknowledged to 
have been founded upon Nonfenfe, and 
Abfurdity,) can with any Juftice be pro- 
duced as a noble Inftance of Free-Think- 
»•?. by thofe who ihemfelves think the 
Grounds he went upon not to be worthy 
of any Man who can Think at all r And 
whether this be not a fign that Atheipm, 
as Atheifm, though without Foundation, 
is efteemed by fome Men an excellent 
Recommendation. 

XVIII. Whether it be not ridiculous, 
as well as abfurd, to pafs by the roblc 
Beneficence, and univerfal Love and 
Fricndfliip, recommended and required 
by the Chriftian Religion, and pr:ii^Vt9'd 

B ? hy 
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by the fird ChrifltMs ^ and to extol Epi^ 
cHrus a^ /Carrying Morality to an higher 
pitdi id the cafe of Frieftdjhipy under 
pretenfe that the word Fmftdjhip^ in a 
particular retrained Senfe, is not in the 
NetP TejiMf^ent i in order to magnify this 
abfiird Philofipher^ to paf^ by^ the Ufie 
and Death of "Jefus Chrtft^ the greatcft In- 
ftance of Friendfhip (were he conlidered 
only as a Philofopher) and not to fay a word 
here, in favour of his Doftrine, though it 
was chiefly defigned to introduce aa uni- 
verfal Friendihip, and Beneficence 5 and In 
general, every thing ^f^^o^ repntt^ or eve* 
ry thing juftly efteemed arnpngfl: Mem 

> 

XIX. Whether it doth not (hew great 
impartiality, to put Tnlly into the fame 
IXii mih Epicuruf^ whom he conftant- 
ly purfued as an Enemy to Huniane 
Society^ and to Truth. Whether it be 
Ignorance, or refolutc Wilfulnefs,to repre- 
fent Hrf^ flily as an Jtheiji, and exprefsly 
as an Enemy to the Immortality of the 
Soul, (which he coaftantly n^aintains ;) 
and that upoQ fuch WP^H Qrp(mds as 
thefe^ 
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I. Beeaufe he gives this as an Inftance 
of a probable Oipnion, T&at they wbo 
fiudy Phihfophy doft't believe there gre any 
Gods ■• Whereas probabile in Cicero, or 
any other good Latin Author, never 'fig- 
nifies probable in our modern Senfc ; but 
only an Opinion that will bear a di- 
fputation, or that may be debated. Be- 
fides, tb^t this is acknowledged by thefe 
fame Authors to refpeft only fuch Gods 
^ ^s the common People then worthipp'd. 

%f 2. Beeaufe, in his TufcuUn ^efiiotfi, 
' 'after hdving mentioned the various Notions 
of Pbilofaphers about the Nature of the 
Soul, He concludes p-om them, that there 
can be nothing after Death ; than which 
there cannot be imagined a more igno- 
rant, or a more infincere, Reprefcntatir 
on. For he only reckons up the Opini- 
ons of fotne of the Philofophers. Nor 
doth Hi! conclude this, as his ownopinion ; 
but only obferves, that, according to the 
opinion of thofe he had then named, 
there could be nothing after Death. Ac- 
cording to thefe opinions, faith he, there is 
nothing after Death, His fententiis omni- 
lius, 8cc. And yet he is here reprefented 
)}S drawing his q-^u Piii^re j when he is 
only 
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(mly drawing that of fome others. Ju(l 
as if any one who (hould fct down the 
opinions of Hobh and Sphozt, with 
what follows from them, ftould be char- 
ged with making that Conclnpon in his 
(mn Name, and not in thtirs. 

5.Becaufeinadifpatation,inhi5T«/f«- 
/d« ^iiffihfif. He denies, and was under-^ 
ftood by hia Auditor to deny, the Immor- 
tality of the Soul. Whereas it is plain to 
any one who underftands LatinfinASertfe^ 
that He only, for the prefent, drops P/d/o'i 
Argnments for the Soul's Immortality, and 
endeavours to convince his Opponent of 
an Error, even fuppofing, for the prefent, 
the Soul not to be Immortal. For his 
Words there, pratermittamui, and re/i*- 
qH/iiMHSi are fuch as can fignify nothing 
but dropping the Argument for the prefent s 
and this, becaufe he thought he could 
carry his point without it. Nor are they 
proper Words for one to ufe, who de- 
flgned abfolutely to deny the thing. The 
anfwer of his 0/i/>(?»e«/, or Auditor, is on- 
ly an Embcllilhment to the Dialogue. 
He could not bear the thoughts of loiing 
fo pleafing a view, as that of thclm- 
mortality of the Soul, even for the 
prefent ; 



I 
I 

^L fo p!ea(ing 

^H mortality i 



( -5) 

prefcnt : And therefore He ofeth a 
very beautiful Expcftulation^ and let* 
Him know that, even fuppofing it an 
Error, be could not part with it. Nay, 
his anfwer implies that Cicero himfelf 
had been the loftrument of his believing 
and expeding fuch an Immortality, k 
cannot furely be colleftcd from hence bv 
any, but fuch as are refolved to have it 
fo, that Cicero could mean abfolutely (o 
deny, what he had taught his Auditor to 
expe^ ; or any thing more than to lay 
afide, for the prefent, thofe Arguments, 
as his own Words imply 5 and this, for 
the farther Profecution and EmbcIIift- 
qient of his Dialogue. But becaufo thefe 
Authors fpeak with fo much refpcft of 
this Qrtat Man 5 and have taken upoit 
them to teach us all, how to underhand 
him, by a Key which feems peculiar to 
themfelves : 1 would farther ask, whether 
they ever read his Treatife, called Cuto 
Mtjor ; whether \ii that He doth not pro- 
fefs to fpeak his own Thoughts under 
the Perfon of Cavo ^ whether He fpeaks in 
/i6<i/.like a Man who abGalutely rejeftcd 
PU/o's Arguments, or like one iiighly 
pleafed, and fatisfied, with thcra i whe- 
ther that noble Sentence which begins, 





I 
I 
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prscUrUm iSurtt diem^ &C; (?ouId be 
faid by any Man, but One, not Qn\y 
poiTefs'd, but ravi(h'd, with the glorious 
Hope, and Expeftation, of ImmortaHry 5 
and whether this Treatife of Cicero's be 
not alone enough to convince us that the 
Free-Thinking of thofe, who can thus rc- 
prefent His Senfe, is either No Thinking 
at all 5 or, Thinking with the utmoft 
Slavery and Prejudice. For otherwife, 
how could This, and all that he faith 
in many other places,' be over-looked r 
and He be fet forth, not only as a Man 
of fcnfe enough, to examine popular 
Errors, but as a down- right Injidel and 
Mheiji ? Whoever confidcrs what is here 
faid, of the ufage this excellent Writer 
hath met with from thefc Anthort 5 toge- 
ther with their tranflating Latin Words 
merely by their Sound, as FrohahiU, Pm- 
hahle ; Religio, Religion, in our modern 
Senfe; and the like 5 will alfo eafily deter- 
mine whether they underftand Thllythzra' 
felvcs 5 or are fit to direfl: others with 
what Biafs to read him 5 or whether any 
of them are qualified to give us a Netp 
Edition of that Noble Author, 

XX. Whe- 
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XX. Whether any thing can be imagined 
moreoiijuft.or more abfurd.than the Ufage 
siven to Socrtites by the fame Amh^rsm 
In om Page they give a noble Account of 
^ his Death, our of Erafmus 5 from which 
' it is plain, that He had fuch a Belief of a 
God, and fuch ■^\\ Expcftation of a Re- 
ward it] 1 I'iftiire State, as fupported Hin? 
under all thelnjuries of his Adverfaries, 
and under the Tenors of Death it felK 
I Bat, for fear that this fliould go for a 
' Proof of his being a i?i://^?o*j-Man, and 
a Believer:, (which it muft doamongft all 
who can think ;) in the very next Page, 
in order to take off tliat Impreffion, He 

■ is reprefented as difcouraging all Enqui- 
I ries into Hettvcnly Thingi : An expreflioh 

ufcd, we know, amongft Chriftians, and 
in the New Tejiame^t it felf, for the good 
things of a FutHre State. That is, Sa. 
crates in one ?age is reprefented as pro- 
I feffing Himfelf to have lived with a 
I -conflant defire of pleafing God ;, and to 

■ die/ with good Hopes of being happy in 
a Fiitare State : And in the nexc rags 
is introduced as calling all Fooh^ who 
troubled themfelves wjtb Enquiries itit9 
Heavenly Things ; which to be fur^ 

C thefi 
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thefe Authors would have to be under- 
ftood ill the common Acceptation of that 
Phrafe ^ and whkh they allegfe as a 
PiX)of, that Socrates did not make Noti-^ 
ens a part of his Religion* That He 
fnade the "Notions of a God^ and of a 
future State ^ \. t. of Heavenly Things ^ 
m otir common Style, a part of his 
Religibn, is plain from the account thefe 
Atttmrs give us of what He faid whett 
He was dying : And that this Sentence 
here quoted to the contrary, hath no 
inanner of relation to the coiitrary, will 
appear to any, who have a little Senfe^ 
and fo much Free-Thinking left, as will 
permit them to look into the place of 
Xetwfhm here quoted ^ which is indeed ai 
Unaccountably,, and as nflfetably, mifire- 
prefented as any thing can' be. XenoPhof$ 
is there vindicating Socrates from all ap- 
pearance of Impiety. For He never ^ faith 
He^ as many others did., troubled himfe^ 
to difcover ho^v that which the Sopbifts 
called the TForld^ came into beings and 
by what neceffary Caufes^ ' (49i» itiynajti) 
every one of the heaverily ihings w^as 
made. Nay^ He endeavoured to prott 
thofe^ who troubled them/elves about fucb 
'ihings^ to bcr Foals^ Let thefe Authors 

confider 
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iCoiiEder, that the Perfons whom He thus 
ftigmatized, were Difputers about the 
Necelpirj/ Caufes of the T/mverfe, and of 
the He.aveHly Bodies ^ that tbefe were 
the Heavenly Things which He thought 
it abfurd in Men (who ha\'e not Ca- 
pacities for fuch Enquiries) to concern 
themfelves about ^ and that the Humane 
Things which He recommended at the 
fame time, were all things which are 
of real Ufe and Importance to Mankind. 
Not Humane TJ)ings^ in oppofition to 
fieavenly Things, in the Religious Senfe 
of the Phrafe ; But Httmane Tilings, in 
oppofition to Enquiries about the AV 
csffary Caufes of the Univerfe^ and tlie 
Heavenly Bodies, and other things ; which 
were accounted by Socrates, not Humane^ 
as being of no Importance to the Happinefs 
of Man, and wholly out of the reach of a 
O-eature fo little acquainted with the l^a- 
tiire of things as Man is ^ and which are, 
in the next Sentence^ called JkifAn^, i. e, 
not Divine Things, in the conunon Senfe 
of the Words amongfl us, but Things be^ 
longing to God, who alone fully knows, 
and comprehends, the Caufes of all things 
Thefe things of K«wrfj(^ Concernment, Xe- 
i}QpJpon reckons up in a Paragraph very near 
C 3 to 




to this here quoted j viz. Enquiries about 
the moral and political Virtues : to. which 
He adds, An J about other things^ which 
thofe who knew^ ' were ejleemed hj Socrates 
excellent^ and good Men \ and the fe who did 
not know^ to defene no better Name than 
that of the kweji Slaves. And leaft we 
(hould exclude out of this Number, the 
Notion of a God^ we may learn, in the 
next Paragraph but One^ how ftrid an 
obferver of an Oath Socrates was ^ and 
in that which follows, the Reafon of 
this : Viz^ becaufe Socrates had this No- 
tion of the Gods^ That they knew all 
things^ either Jpoken^ or done^ or fo mtich 
as deliberated upon in Silence : whicb 
perhaps may prove, even to thefe Authors^ 
' that Socrates made fome fort of Notiom^ 
and Speculations^ a part of his Religion, 

But to return, wh-^nce my concern for 
this excellent Man hath carried ' me, 

' What can be plainer, than that Socrates 
exprefsly condemns Enquiries about Ne-- 
cejjity^ and fuch like, things, which He 

' thought of no importance to' Mkh > And 
whom doth this touch, fo much as: thofe 

' who produce Him to another ' purpoie ? 
What can be plainer, thanlttiat his 

^ ' Moral 
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Moral Excellencies were founded upon, 
and improved by, his believing that God 
is^ and that He is a Rewarder of thofe 
who feek him ? What can be plainer, 
than that He is the greatefl: Advocate 
in the Heathen World, for the Neceffi- 
TV, and Advantage, of minding Heavenly 
Things^ in a Religious Senfe ^ And laft- 
ly, what can be plainer, than that He^ 
as well as others, hath been grofsly mif- 
reprefented, after fuch a manner as can- 
not be excufed, unkfs it he by this, 
that fome . Men are perfudded that all 
Methods are lawful for propagating fo 
good a Caufe, as that of InfiJelity, and 
Atheiffti i or, that there is a Blina Zeal^ 

^^, and Implidt Bigotriy^ in tbisy as well as 

mjAn Topery, 

^^' XXI. Whether it be not very unjuft to 
apply the general Sayings of that great 
Man, my Lord Bacon, about that Sufpi- 
cion of fome Relations in Hiftory, which 
a true natural Hiftorian ought to have 5 
fo the Prejudice of all Religion : And to 
lead the Reader to judge that he had the 
fame Sufpicion of all Miracles, which he 

^— ^.exprcfleth of the Prodigies recorded by 

K^ ■ XXII. Whe- 



J 
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XXIL Whether Mr ft»*i*V>«ri/f-f/;!r 

Opinims^ 4ftd Big^^urci PoUtukf, here 

l9i4 to htf ch9rgie hy theTc Atitb^rt^ h^ 
not, fa their own opijnon, as great 9 
marl^ of h»; ^Umpt'Tlut^t^ as h9 

wither the producing Him in this C#<r 
tUtpgue^ with- that cenHire, be not an 
v^Vrgumeiit that Athtifpi anH htfidtUtf are 
the things truly meant, however now 
and then cdour'd over. 

,' . XXIIL Whether thc(^ Authors c^n ever 
make Keparatiqn for the iQJory done to 
(he Memory ot that great and good Man 
Anqh-Biflaop Tii7<tfyMry by putting him mto 
the fame Lift with Epieurus^ and Mr H^^^x, 
againft both whom he hath ojprcflcd him- 
self with (q particular a Severity in fonie 
liarbof hfeWorks) and by thus doin^ 
t]|e work of his worft and uttereft Ene- 
iQies« Whether his Example had not 
]h^ter h^ve been imitated, ^han his Me* 
c^ry/thus bl^l^ened^ and the Abn/es of 
f/y^W charged only npon tlie Abufers^ 
pg.flO(, upon Religion it felt Whether 
^S: ]^al Si^^xxiSX Atheifm^ and Infidelity^ 

^' not have been mentioned 5 as well 







r/r ■'■ ' as 






» his Zeal againft Spiritual Tyranny, and 

VnehrifiUn Cruelty. Whether the lu- 
jbry done by thefc Authors to his great 
Name, be not already apparent, when 
a ConfcientioHS Author hath aJready ta- 
ken an harfdle from than, to mif- 
reprefent htm in the grcffefll manner : 
contrary to the whole Temur of that 
Strmon in which he fpcaks of the MiG- 
^ chiefs of Papifl} Ze*ts and contrary to his 
' «xprefs Declarations concerning the Chri- 
fiian Religion, which He in the fame Ser- 
mon vindicates from the leaft fhadow 
of Goitt upon that account. But, as it 
was to thefe Aathors purpafc,to rank this 
good dead Man in fuch Company : fo is 
it to the purpofe of his Popijh, and othtr 
furious Enemies, that He, who could 
not enter into their hlittd and nnchrijlian 
Meafures, (hould pafs for an Atbeiji, and 
an Infidel. So mutually do Atheijm and 
Popery aflift one another \ 

XXIV. Whether, upon the whole, con^ 
fidering the unfair Treatment ReHglon 
hath met with from thefe Authors 5 the 
falfe Reprcfentations made ufe of to its 
Difadvantage ; the little idle Stories 
pick'd up and vented 5 the great Scandal 
fuch 
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fuch Trcatifcs muft give to all ferldu* 
Perfons ^ the great Handle they afford 
to all the Enemies of true Liberty of 
Confcience, for their linchriftian Treat- 
ment of thofe who differ from them ; 
confidering (I fay) all this, whether there 
may not be fome ground for Sufpicion,- 
that there are, amongft ihefe Authors^ 
fome of the Enemies to true Liberty, 
and impartial Examination ^ than whom 
no Perfons are more rejoiced at fuch 
Performances as this. 

XXV. Whether the Thanks of all 
Friends to true Religion, and true I'rec- . 
dong of thought, will not be due to thefe { 
prudent and worthy Authors 5 if occafi- 
on (hould be taken, from this Licefttious \ 
Treatffe, todeftroy all Liberty xnReligioit^ 
and to lay the Foundation of Po/i ~ 
amongft us. 

XXVI. Suppofing Athcifa: to be better, 
in it felf, than that SHperjiition which 
tortures a Man's own Breaft, and fets 
the World about him in Flames ; whe-^ 
ther, neverthelefs, a thorough Belief of 
an over-ruling Providence, and a State 
to come, and of the Truth of Chriftia- 
nity, 







^^Ry, and a Conqueft of our Pdilions 
, founded upon this Belief, and'a praftictf 
Xif all the lovely Virtues of the Goffwl, 
be not vaftly preferible to both ^ full 
(if the Supports which Atheifm explode*, 
and void of the Totrnents which Supe^ 
Jiition feels. 

XXVil. Laft of all, whether there 
can be iiHything in Atheijm^ (as tliere 
«ert3inly is in true Religion,) to hin- 
der any Man from afting the part of 
the moft Superftitious and fie^y Zeal&t 
opon :Earth. Are not all the Crueltier 
■and E/irbar)ues, fo jufHy complained of, 
m 'P-opery, fupported by the Atbeifm of 
Thofe who profsfs it, and of tnariy of 
thofe tflio exercife thofe very Cruel- 
tiee ? Do not thefe Authors think that 
tnany of rhe Inquificur-s theiwfelves have 
been Atheifls^ as well as Je^vs. ? Will 
they not be ready to owii, that many 
of the ?opes^ Cardinals, and Bijhups-^ 

, have been Athe'ffis ? And is it not 
their Atheifm and Infidelity, which hath 
led them to maintain and fupport tiiw 
Ufurpation over Men's Cmfeiences, which 
is fo much for their own worldly tn- 
teKfl> is there any thing to hinder 

, ■ D an 





^mnusnmr vf int hast If 
ie i^^rajvitisL sc ^ms riiiir. 

^^ ^/^ T/rimor, 23^ ftrjsxwm^ of k 
7M:^t^rjnrni I4a2sdb, hsdi ooi bocs 

Wh^ 0iCiald hmrJcr an A^be^ fina 

pfA'^if, wA ddmg the tigctg What 
IliiCTsrkI mndcr 2D Jtbaft^ bom vidi a 
littk moft Fhr tlim otdmaiy in his ' 
Ojftfi'ttutkm^ when it is fer hfts pK&m 
Itrt^inrtSi;^ from ruining NatirasaodJCfig- 
4mm : stnd all under pretenfe -of <jod% 
Clciryr^ 9nd ZaJ for die Chiudi ? Hovr 
then (ball Atbitfm^ or InfiJeli^j^ put a 
f top to the madnefs of Zeal ^ whm the 
i^K^//i( and InfiJel are thein(elves the 
Zcniotff ? How fliall Atheifin giye up 
the yhH: Revenues of Religious Houfes^ 
which Mre here complained of,- when 
Athei/ix thcmfclves turii Akbots^ 2Xid Ab^ , 
hjjes } How (hall Atheifm put a ftc^ 
h) ferfeiutm ^ when the diief ^erf^ 
MtMs arc too probably Atheifis them* 
Iclvrs ? And what hope can wc have 
M^ any . Alteration iu the Wod^ fct 

thft 



e better : unlefs we can perfuade Men 
to be Free-Thinkers without Athelfm^ 
as well as Believers without Superfii- ■ 
tian ; -that is, Chriflians indeed, upon 
thi Foundation laid by Jefm Chriji^ 
and not upon the Authority of •aiiy' 
Churchy or Man, upon Earth ? Can it 
■ be ftid that this would make, either 
particular Perfons, or humane Societt^ 
unhappy ? Or can we pofiibly hope for 
the like relief from Atheifm, and /nji"- 
ilelity ? And to what purpofe then are 
Atheifm^ and Superfiition fo often com- 
pared ; when it is fo plain that, in 
thefe laft Ages, it is the Atheiji chiefly, 
who hath afted the Superfiitiotis ; the 
Zealot 5 the In<juiJitor ^ and the '^- 
rant ? 
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POSTSCRIPT. 

• . . , 

^HE AJUi&ot of thefa: Queries am^ 
' ■ fHffttk'ih4i^ fmc: ^.tim Partieur 

fki^4^mn/i: the Ifclipf if ChriftiaoiQ^, 

ftlgV Wider '^ Jficitiu Fretmft ff'tbmr 

fmi' md impaxtiarEonmiOAtiop;. mid 

90t ntflfefify declared M he insenM ^ 

wkicb ft&r AutfeBTS ^a&^fcTiscatifc/racArci 
*^. &#e^ as thyh Aix^on jhen^iJvM^ 
He' verily believes^ would inward^ laughoM 
any who jboidd fuppofe them to have had 
any other view in this performance^ ^ Sa^ 
le/l any of their lefs heedful Readers jboidd 
Be led to think them too hardly dealt with^ 
' in being taxed exprefsly with fuch a D^- 
Jtgn^ they are defired to confider. the foUowr 
ing Bnniculars ^ '^^hic^^ though^ in great 
Part^ already mentioned in the Queries 
themfelves^ yet^ defence now to be placed 
altogether^ in order to he feen atjone vieiv^ 
for the better Determi^iation of thts Points 

I. When 




( Q9 ) 

I* When Tyiffia-iltks^ md ObjeBtons^ 
relating to any thing in the Bible, or 
Religion, are produced ojtt of Excellent 
Authors -J HO tngntion is made of the Dejign 
of thofe Authors, or of the Anfvper they 
tbimfilves Make to any Abufe ivbich may be 
rmiJe of fuch Difficulties. Thi Story of 
meiKUng the Gofpels, is produced out of 
Dr. Mills : but not a word faid of his 
Vindication of the Gofpels novj in our 
Hands, from that Imputation -, and the 
like perpetually* 

2. i^o favourable Word^ eoncernmg the 
Gofpel it felf is fpoken^ which doth not: 
look more like Banter, than tlx Senfe of the 
"Writers, As^ our moft Holy Faith, a7id 
the like, when there is leaji &eaf6n to thi?tk 
them ferieiis. 

3. Mar^ Jly In/iifuarious, at the fam» 
tittUy are drop^d againfi it : even where the- 
Difficulties cannot foffibly touch the Foun- 
dation upon ivhich that ftands. 

4. The Evang'iifts are called Idiots by 
thefe Authors, ifay. By Thera .- hecaujc 
the Word which they have fo tmnjlated Jig- 
vifes no fuch thing. 

5. The Note aboia Solomon, is a /land- 
ing Proof that their real Vefign was to ri- 
dicule the Gofpel : UyJvg thofe things upon 

K Gofpel, which they 4o,nQt believe to be 








f 3^ ) ; 

in it \ and propo/ing a wonderful Scherfle^ 
as tbejfcall it^ ax the grtat End of tbi^ 
Cofpel-Revelation* 

6. .Left wejbouid be at a Lafs what is ■ 
intended tmder the Cover of impartial . Eto* » 
xnimtion, (wibi^i> no^ Man of Senfe can , 
€ppofeJ fiyl^dy in the Cant of thefe hv^^- 
thors, Free-Thinldno; ; we are prefented[ - 
rvitb a Catalogue ej/^Free-Thinkers, tuhkk 
bath fever al Things in it worthy of Obfer^* 
vation. Af^ 

1. Socrates reprefented as an Enen;ryi 
to all Enquiries into Heavenly Things^ 
though the greatefl Infiance of Faith, in 
The Heathen Wortd. ^ . 

2. Epicurus produced as a diftinguifti'd 
Free-Thinker : who banijhed FroviAtncei^' 
that is^ God, out of the Jrorldy by the nfiofl^ 
ahfurd Syftem that ever enter d into the 
Brain of Man ; and who can have no other 
pretenfe to this Title, hut. his Atheifmi ' 

3* Cicero applauded under this Hume : 
jandy to prove him a Free-Thinker, (that 
we may not be at a lofs what is mean%) 
gr^at^ Zeal is Jhewny to diftoft many faf. 
fages in his Writings^ in order to prove Him 
to have had no Belief of the Immortality of 
the Soul :^ and this ^ Ifa^y exprefsly agaifjfi 
thofewho ctte Him as an Enemy to Free- . 
Thinking, pag. jg8. where Frec-Think- • 
ing certainly Jignifies^ Infidelity^ 4« "^ 



